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That DoGtind of the Apoftles’ which the 


Churches of Exhiopia and Egypt receiv'd, | 
and that we have in Arabick at Oxford, pe 
fo far as it is the fame, is Genuine, and'2 \f 
facred’ Bgok of the New Tefiament. I 
mean this in cafe. thefe Copies of the for- 
mer were not an Atbanafian: Abridgment 
“Of the Genuine Book only, © 


The Reafons’ are thefe. DRS | 


“His Book «has no/ other Compe 
titor® in all “Antiquity. and 
therefore its Pretentions ought 

‘ not to be difputed without full 
Evidence to the contrary. We have already 
fhew'd, and *tis own’d by all the Learned, 
that there was in the Fourth and Fifth Cen- 
turies a facred Book of our’ Religion, fil’d 
the Aidson aff Amaury, The Dotirine of 
the Apoftles, We alfo find by the Ethiopick 
Records that thofe Churches, together with 
thofe of Egypt, or the Copti, have ever had 
a Aidsoneaia or Do&rine, afcrib’d to the 
Apottles, andever receiv’d by them as Ge- 
nuine. Nay, Wanflebius had the Book itfelf 
£4 in 


Effay on 

Conftitut. 
c. 4, Cent. 
432°. 33 


804) 
in the Ethiopick Language ; and from hint 
Ludolybus has given us the Contents of it, as 
[have fet them down elfewhere.. Atthe fame 
time we know of no other Book that can fo 
much as pretend.to. be the fame in all Anti- 
quity befides. This therefore having fo {trong 
a claim, and having no other Book that can 
fet up any oppofite clatm,ought to be allow’d 
to be the fame, till fome other appear. I 
mean this in cafe there be not very convin- 
cing Evidence to the contrary... If I know 
there was.a genuine Epiftle of Clement to the 
Corinthians,.and find in the Alexandrian 
Mis. a Book with: that very Title, and find 
no other with that Title in the World, I 
readily fuppofe it.the very fame genuine 
Epiftle, till mighty Arguments afe produc’d 
to the contrary. ‘he Application is eafy. 

II. This Book, ‘and this. alone claim’d to 
be that facred Book in the very Fourth and 
Fifth Centuries themfelves, »when we have 
thefe Accounts ‘about fuch a Book among 
Chriftians 5 and fo cannot with any fhew of 
Reafon be deny’d: to be the fame. This we 
know from its reception as Apoftolical by 
the Churches of Egypt and Ethiopia, in thofe 
Ages; who therefore muft have it inicom- 
mon with Alexandria, their Patriarchal 
Church, and with Arhanafius its Patriarch: 
Now this very Achanafius himfelf, and the 
Author of the Synopfis Sacre Scriptura, who 
feems alfo to have been of. Alexandria, are 


Two 
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Two that Atteft that there was fuch a facred 
Book among Chriftians in thofe Ages: So 
that this Book muit have a ftrong ‘Title to 
be that very genuine Book we are {peaking 
of. And fince we know withal that the 
Church of Ethiopia intirely brake off all cor- 
refpondence with that of Alexandria, and 
the other Greek ‘Churches, at the Fourth 
General Council, in the midft of the Fifth 


Century, as we have elfewhere noted from Ui fupra. 


Ludolpbus, *tis plain that here is no Room 
to fuppofe this Ethiopick Book to have come 
among them fince that Time; nor by Con- 
fequence to fuppofe it any other than that 
Genuine one which was own’d as Sacred in 
thofe Ages. 

III. This Book exactly agrees with the 
Conftitutions of the Apoftles, in its Chro- 
nology, in its Contents, and all other Cir- 
cumftances, fo far as we yet know of it; 
and does by fuch its Confent at once wonder- 
fully confirm, and is confirmed by the fame. 
Conftitutions. Nay indeed, it’s relation to, 
and dependance on thefe Conftitutions is fo 
evident that no one can well Judge of either 
ef them ‘diftindly, but he muft be well 
{killed in’ them both: On which Account, 
by theway, the generality’ of the Learned 
at prefent.are no» way: prepar’d to determin 
about them,: but muft:make very great and 
tiew Enquiriesere they can with any Judg- 
ment Write concerning them. So far as my 
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Examination reaches, I think» they’ do. fo 
fully-atteft to each other like a pair: of In- 
dentures, that theirunited Evidenceisplainly 
undenya ble, 

IV. This Book; fo faras we know of j it, 
exactly Anf{wers the; Characters, which the 
Antients give us of the Genuine Do@rine of 
the Apoftles 5 I mean as to its, Nature. and 
aS tolits Bulk: for (1) As weknow by the 
Antient: Teftimonies themfelves, that the 
Genuine Book was an. eafy, ferious, pious 
Book, . fitted for the Catechumens ; and not 
containing the myttical Parts of our Religion, 
nor belonging peculiarly to the \Governors 
of the Church ‘ ; which yet was the- cafe of 
the original Conftitutions themfelves ; fo 
does it appear by the Contents of this Book, 
elfewhere fet down, to be thevery. cafe here 
any So that thofe Contents do exactly 

gree, with the Gontents of theloriginal Do- 
fesbe of the Apoftles. (2) As. we know 
that the Genuine Book was fmall, it-appear- 
ing tobe a little Book inthe Words of Origen, 
when he quotes it, of which more prefently.; 
and as appearing to, be. but about the Thir- 
teenth part fo large as the intire Conftitutions: 
by the Numbers,of their: Verfes 1m the [Anti- 
tient Stichametria: refpedtively 5. Caso Twa. 
Hundred cixci, to: Lwo Fhoufand Six Hun- 
dred.) So does this Book appear .t0 be of no 
sreitey anbulk yalfo., For “tiseodiftinguith’d, 
bY the Ethiopians into Thirty Hight fhore 
~ Chapters 


Chapters or Canons; and in cafe we take 
that quantity for each Canon by which the 
fame Church meafures the larger Epitome 
of the Conftitutions, which is divided into 
fhort Chapters or Canons alfo in the very 
fame manner, thefe Thirty Eight Canons 
will be about the Thirteenth part of our pre- 
fent Conftitutions. Which Obfervation, by 
the way, does alfo confirm the prefent Co- 
pies of thefe Conftitutions, as of the fame 
length that its Copies were of when that 
Stichometria mas made, about A. D, 806. 

V. This Book, even in the late Arabick 
Copies at Oxford, has for the main that 
very Quotation in it at this Day, which Ovi- 
en made from a certain little Book belonging 
to the Apoftles 3 the knowlege of which 
Citation | owe to the Learned Dr. Grabe ; 
and that exadly enough for his Latin 
Works, confidering how we all know they 
fuffered by the ‘Iranflator. The Paflage 
is thus, in the Conftitutions ,. whence this 
Aidioy is taken Verbatim. 


Origen. Conftitutions. 
Invenimus in quo-| E14 own eod m8, Vm viz, Hoe 


% 


dam Libello ab Apo-\qSicus tm T 4pepar, x 


rem,  Hujus jejuni-|qe.— 0 2 woes a&105 
um valde -acceptum| Oze varapsas wrnepad 
A 4 eft 
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(8) 
ef apud Deum, G&\ao Seanug aute— pase 
evera digne (abies yams pW ce Kees 
idee enim illum wesngror. — Ei ep 
qui animam fuam po-|aulgs ds nuges amg. Ealg 
fuit — pro fratribus CLV TOIT, pn cme gpt)) = 
furs. ) Yes cwepvs pn adver 
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This Quotation is fo plain a CharaGer of 
the geruinenefs of this Book in general, 
that till the Learned can find fome other 
: Little Book belonging to the Body of the 

Apofiles, with this Pafjage of Origen infer- 

ted, they will labor in vain if they wholly 

deny i it to belong to the Antient Doétrine of 

the Apofiles. Lown there is another Quo- 

tation, as from certain Doéirines of the Apo- 

es in the plural, made by the Author of 

he Book De Aleatoridus among the Works 

Ubi Supra. ab C pprian, as is elfewhere fet down. But 
whether it be found im the Ethiopick Copy, 
does not yet appear; (tho’ I fent to Rome 
long. fince among other things to enquire 
about it, but without efted.) And we alfo 
know, that in later Ages there was another 
fpurious Book, cited by Dr.Grabe, in his Spi. 
cilegium, called Lhe Doérines of ‘the Apofiles, 
in the Plural alfo, to which that Citation may 
belong. So that we do know that our Book 
has that antient Citation in Origen; and do 

not 
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not know that it wants any other Citation 
thereto belonging, and fo it has a right on 
this account to be {till efteemed genuine. 


VI. The Preface to our Doétrine of the see Effay 
Apofiles, even as it isin the Arabick, has f 
great marks of being genuine. ‘Thus in ge- ‘p.187,283, 
neral, it lays full claim‘to be Apoftolical ; er. 


and cannot but be fuch, unlefs ir be an in- 
tire Forgery. It lays that.claim in words 
fo plain, ferious, and unaffeted, in Lan- 
guage fo full of Piety and Authority, that 
it cannot eafily be fuppofed other than ge- 
nuine. Its Notes of ‘Time and Chronolo- 
gical Characters are fo right, and agreeable 
to other origina] Records, and to the Con- 
ftitutions themfelves, that there is hardly 
room for fufpicicn. Nor is its Language 
other than original, facred, and truly pri- 
mitive ; nay, fuch as fometimes cannot well 
be fuppofed later than the Days of the Apo- 
{tles themfelves,  Thusin particular, to pafs 
by the Infcription of the Arabick Copies, 
In the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoff, as not certainly genuine,’ but rather 
perhaps the Arabick ‘Tranflator’s or Tran- 
{criber’s Preface, (according to the known 
Practice of that Nation, ) we have here 
(1) The College of Apoftles ftiled the 
Twelve, long after the Death of Fames the 
Brother of fobn; or when they do not 
appear to have been exactly fo many in 
number, according tothe known. parallel 
{tile 


(19 4 


Fob. 20,24 tile not only of the Conftitutions, but of 
he Fobn and Paul in the New Teftament alfo. 
We have (2) ‘Ferufalem {tiled the City of 
Mait.s,35 the Great King, in the very Language of 
our Saviour himfelf. We have (3) Paul 
At 9, rs {tiled a Chofe n Veffel, and the Apoftle of the 
i ae Gentiles, in the very Language of the New 
Teftament. Wehave (4) ames called Apo- 
file of Ferufalem, for Bifhop of the fame Ci- 
ty; by a Phrafe only agreeing to the ear- 
lie(t times of the Gofpel, and well agreeing 
1,19 With the direct Language of the New Tefta- 
ment alfo. We have re 5) The Origin of 
that antient notion among Chriftians, that 
the Ten Orders in the Chaney on Earth 
were diftributed, with regard to the Ten 
Orders of Invifible Beings in Heaven. (6) 
We have: here fuch Names: and Characters 
of thofe feveral Orders as exactly agree 
with the Conftitutions, with Jgnatius’s lar- 
ger KMipiftles, and with the other antientett 
Records of our Religion. (7) Principally, 
we have here an intimation that the diftiné 
Wames (Hieh Prieft, Prieft, and Levite, 
or) bithop, Prefbyter, and Deacon, at leaft 
the two former were appropriated to thofe 
higheft Orders in the Church, at fuch a 
time as moft exactly agrees with all Anti- 
quity ; and gives the greateft light to that 
matter ’poflible. We know that the earlier 
Books of the New Teftament generally ufe 
fuch words: confifedly for one another, tilt 
Four 


(Tr } 
Four or Five Years before the Deftrudion 
of Ferufalem: We allo know that the later 
Books of the New Teitament after that 
time generally ufe them diffinétly: How 
comes this alteration to be fo remarkable in 
Antiquity ?. This Preface, efpecially as 
compar’d with the Conftitutions, fhews the 
true caufe hereof, viz. that till the fecond 
and third Councils of the Apoftles, about 
A.D. 64. and A.D. 67. the Apoftles had 
commonly fettled the Principal Governor, 
or Bifhop, in only a few of the. greater 
Churches, and left the reft with a College 
of Prefbyters and thei fubordinate Deacons; 
under their own, or their Companions im- 
mediate but occafional infpection ; and’ that 
at thofe Councils they fix’d the defign of 
fettling all the diftin@ Orders, and their 
diftinét Names alfo for all Pofterity, before 
their Death, and) in confequence thereof 
a@ually plac’d Bilhops foon after in moft 
of the leffer Churches alfo.: Nay, this is 
fo exact, that whereas their diftind Nameg 
and Offices were in good meafure firft fixed 
at the foriner of thofe:' Councils, -yet is Paul 
obferv’d not to diftinguifh the Name Bifhop 
from that’ of Prefbyter, even in his lateft 
Epiftles, written after that-‘Council and 
that confufion of ‘Names to have continued 
in’ the Weft long afterwards. Why was 
this, but becaufe he was abfent in the Weft, 
at ‘and after meeting of that Council, when 


that 
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( 12) 
that Diftin@ion was firft fixed in the Eaft, 
tho’ prefent at the third Council, where 
a final Refolution was taken about that mat- 
ter, and it was fix’d univerfally. This 
cafe is here fo exadly accounted for by the 
Preface before us, and yet fo plainly info- 
luble without it, that there had need be 
wonderful evidence again{t it ere it ought 
to be rejected ; whereas indeed J fee no con- 
fiderable evidence againft it at all; but it 
appears agreeable to all Antiquity thereto 
relating. (8) We have here Clement of 
Rome as He by whom the Book was fent 
to the Churches, in exact agreement with 
all Antiquity. (9) We have here alfo the 
Name Nazarens apply’d to Chriftians ; 
which we know was one of their Names: 
in the Days of the Apoftles; but which in 
alittle time wore off and vanifh’d away. 
In fhort ; we have here, I think, more 
Marks of Genuine Antiquity, of the Apo- 
{tolick Age, and of Apoftolick Authority 
than we have in almoftiany other fo {mall 
writing now extant in the Church. 
Scholium. We: muft:here note, that till 
we have the Ethiopick or Coptick Copy of 
this Book publifhed, it) will be very hard 
to determine how farthat Arabick Verfion 
we have at Oxford is genuine, and how far 
alter’d, or enlarg’d. . Nay, till we have the 
Original Greek it will not. be: eafy to fatisfy 
our felyes: intirely in this matter. So far 
| feems 
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feems plain, that the Preface is genuinies 
and that this Book, in the main, includes 
that Original Doéirine of the Apoftles, which 
was extra@ed from the Conftitutions in the 
firft Century. But becaufe this Arabick 
Verfion muft be very late in comparifon of 
the Ethiopick and Coptick; and long after 
the Conftitutions themfelves were publick 5 
becaufe it feems to be confiderably larger 
than the original Doétrine of the Apoftles, 
at leaft, than the Ethtopick and Coptick 
Verfions; becaufe it appears not as any Epi- 
tome or Abridgment, as the other do, but 
indeed contains about half the former Six 
Books of the Conftitutions themfelves ver- 


batim;, becaufe the Order of its parts are . 


confiderably different from that of the other, 
and of the Conftitutions themfelves , be- 
caufe it has a long additional {purious Chap- 
ter at the end, no way deriv’d from the 
original Conftitutions, nor appearing in the 
other Editions ; and becaufe there were fo 
many other Extracts and Branches of thefe 
Conftitutions extant by themfelves in thofe 
later Ages, when the Arabick Verfion muft 
have:been made, this Edition can hardly 
claim to be the uncorrupt exa&t Doétrine of 
the Apoftles, nor the fame with that com- 
mon to the Ethiopick and Coptick Churches, 
but fome other work thereto relating. If I 
might guefs, till we have teftimonies to fu- 
perfede guefling, I fhould think it a ‘Tran- 
{cript 


(14) 
{eript of thofe parts of the Conftitutions-at 
large of which the original Doéfrine of the 

Apoftles was a fhort Extract or Epitome; 
and no other. Not to fay that ’tis not im- 
poffible that it may be that Extrad from 
the Clementines {poken of by the Author 
of the Lgl ege Sacre Scripture, in the words 


Ubi fupra, Clfewhere fet d own: : Kashima é& wy perepeaa= 
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leis the larger {purious Ethiopick Conftitu- 
tions themfelves, of which in my Eflay on 
the Conftitutions, e therein. ‘referr’d to. 
When we have the Ethropick or Coptick 
Edition of this Do&rine of the Apoftles ins 
tirely publithed, which I hope will be done 
ere ‘long by fome Learned: Perfoh whois 
skill’d id thofe Languages, and has the op- 
portunity. of perufing it, we fhall be better 
able to clear this matter. 

As for the Objections that-are made by 
Dr. Grabe in his late Book they chiefly con- 
cern this Arabick Edition only; and fo are 
generally of no force againft the other. 
Or, where they afled the Preface, or the 
Book in general, are built on common, but 
very great miftakes. For (1) Fames the 
Brother of our Lord: was a te alive 


Efjay nthe A.D. 67. when the Preface fuppofes. him 


Conftituti- 
1S p.- 42 
—46 


prefent at the third Council of Ferufalem , 
as | have fully fhew’d already, in its pro- 
per place. 

(2) The Objection as to the bulk of the 
Book 
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Book only affe&s this Arabick Verfion, but 
not the other. Nay, the exaé agreement 
of the bulk of the Ethiopick and Coptick 
Copies with the antient Charaéters has 
been already juftly made ufe of as a ftrong 
Argument on their behalf. 

(3) fames the Bifbop Cif it ought not ‘to 
be the Apoftle, as [have fometimes conje- 
tured) is indeed named as a Martyr in the 
Catholick Do€trine, or. in the fifth Book of 
the Coniftitutions, and yet appears as pre- 
fent when this Deéirine of the Apofiles was 
extracted from it, which feems inconfiftent. 
Now 1n anfwer to this I obferve, that the 
firft Edition of the Carbolick Do&rine,which 
was Epitomiz’d in the firft Edition of this 
Doctrine of the Apoitles of only Twent 
Four Canons,. as has been already obferv'd. 


does not mention Fames a Martyrs That. 311,312 


J = 


the Eighth Chapter of the Fifth Book, ?r*- 


where he is mention’d asa Martyr, appears 
to belong to the third and laft Edition of 
that Catvolick Doétrine, and not to the firft. 
For thofe who fhall throughly ftudy the 
Nature of that Work, and of its Extrads, 
will foon fee reafon to believe that it was 
not all finith’d at once, but at feveral times ; 
and that accordingly its Extraét, the Do- 
cirine of the Apoftles kept, as it were, pace 
with it, as ftill appears by its Three Bran- 
ches elfewhere diftinguifhed. Nor does there 
any <\bridgment appear near this Eighth 
Chapter 


(16 ) 
Chapter till the laft Appendix, which with 
its parallel] Branches. of the Conftitutions 
mu{t be written after the Death. of: this 
Fames the Bifhop. Nor is this only an 
Fvafion for the prefent purpofe, but agree- 
able to the nature of the Conftitutions and 
of the Books of the Old and New Tefta- 
ment , which frequently contain fome Ad- 
ditions later than the Original Books them- 
felves, as they appear’d at firft; tho’ ftill 
ever fuch as were neceflary to the full un- 
derftanding of the former parts, or added by 
the like Authority, to which the firft Edi- 
tions were themfelves owing ; as the Lear- 
ned might eafily have obferv’d; and as, in 
fome degree, they have obferv’d on feveral 
occafions. 

(4) But then to fuppofe with Dr. Grabe, 
that it was below Clement Bifhop of Rome 
to be employ’d in carrying thefe Books to 
the feveral Churches is very unreafonable. 
Since we know that no fewer or lefs Per- 
fons than Paul and Barnabas the Apofiles, 
with Fudas called Barfabas, and Silas, chief 

*%* Men among the Brethren, were employ’d to 
carry the {hort Ads of the firft Council of 
Ferufalem , that all Antiquity, even Her- 

See Ezy on mas himfelf, attefts to Clement as_princi- 

the Confti- nally employ’d in fuch cafes , that Polycarp, 

Bee oid the Apoftolical Bifhop of Smyrna himfelf 

301 had thoughts of going with a few Epiftles 

"8 : eee ‘from Philippi (of Ignatius probably] as far 

189, 199 as 
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as from Smyrna to Antioch , nay, and cer= 
tainly did g0 much farther at avery great 
Age to Rome it felf upon the like Affairs 
of the Chriftian Church. Not to add that 
the Intrufting any Books with Clement the 
Bifhop of the Capital City of the Empire, 
to be carefully by him tranfmitted to the 
feveral Bithops of it, may not pérhaps al- 
ways imply that he was himfelf actually to 
carry them in his own Perfon, but to fend 
them, attefted under his hand, by chofen 
Meflengers only. 

But now, after all, it muft be obferv’d, as 
is hinted in the Propofition, that ’tis not 
impoflible but the Ethiopick and Coptick 
Copy it felf might be an Athanafian Abridg= 
ment of the genuine one, as “tis highly pro 
bable the Ethiopick Conftitutions are of the 
genuine Conftitutions themfelves., and that 
our larger Arabick Manufcript may {till con- 
tain, for the main, the Verfion of the ge- 
nuine Book, that Origen might call it {mal 
in relation to the Jarger Conftitutions them- 
felves only ; of which the original Edition 
of this Arduey in 24 Chapters, would be 
only about a fifth or fixth part 5 and that 
the Author of the Stichometria had got a 
Copy of that Athanafian Abridgment, when 
he allows but Two Hundred oe to it. All 
this I fay is not impoflible in the prefent 
cafe: Nay, fince the Verfion is fo undou- 
btedly taken out of the original Coniftitu- 

B tiong 
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tiotis fairly and almoft verbatim, fince it 
has the main of the Quotation which i is In 
Origen fo plainly alfo, and fince it appears 
to have the real genuine Preface belonging 
to the original Book, that Hypothefis muft 
be own’d not very improbable. ‘Nor can 
this Queftion, I think, be wholly deter- 
min’d till we have farther light afforded us. 
However, this Arabick Verfion is at prefent 
highly valuable, not only on account of 
its Preface, which is of fuch facred Autho- 
rity, but of its own fo exaé agreement with 
the prefent Copies of our Conftitutions, and 
atteftation to them; which in a Book of 
fuch mighty Confequence cannot but be to 
the proportionable advantage and fatisfaction 
ef the Chriftian World. 


HUS ftood my thoughts and this Pro- 
pofition before Ifaw Dr. Grabe’s Effay 

on the Arabick Doétrine , while I had only 
heardof a few of his Arguinents againtft its be- 
ing genuine; but did not particularly know the 
ftate of thofe Man uferipts, nor the Difcove- 
ries and Obfervations he had made about 
them ; nor indeed his proper Opinion con- 
cerning them. What I have now to fay, 
upon that great light which his Account 
has afforded me, and in my own Vindication 
take under the following Obfervations, and 
the fucceeding Hijlorys and the concluding 
Propofition. I therefore obferve (2) That 


(FS Oe Sa 


Cao} 

(1) That a great part of the feeming Ad- 
vantage Dr. Grabe-has over me, and which 
he fo triumphs in,is becaufe he never knew 
my complete thoughts concerning this mat- 
ter ; much lefs was he acquainted with the 
reafons of thofe thoughts, as they are fet 
down above ; and becaufe he went to Ox- 
ford to get an Account of thefe Manuicripts 
before Mr. Ockley could fend me the Tran- 
flation of them; Otherwife moft. part of 
his Book had been prevented, and he had 
not had any occafion for his mighty enlarge- 
ments hereupon. For nota few Of his Res 
AleGions are ve ery obvious, and dire@ly arife 
from the Papers before him: Others of them 
are very weak and ill grounded ; and where 
there was occafion for fagacity and impar- 
tiality, and judgment, in making ufe of his 
evidence, and difcovering the true nature 
and origin of the Book therefrom, little 
or no fien of any of them appear, but very 
much the contrary 5 as will be feen all the 
way as we go along. Indeed his own opi- 
hion about the {pirioufnefs of the Body of 
the Work appears not very different from 
Mines as it {tood even before I faw his Evi- 
dence: He fights frequently without an 
Adverfary ; 3 and very notably proves againft 
me in particular, what I my felf had told 
the World more than once before, that this 
Extract is commonly Verbatim the fame 
with the parallel parts of the Original 
B 2 Con- 


( 20 ) 
Conftitutions. Only I confefs I did not 
think it had come fo near to a complete Copy 
of the Catholick Doétrine, ot former $1x 
Books of thofe Conftitutions, as it really 
does, that 1s, I did not know that: the 
Treafure I had found was in fome refpec& 
fo very valuable a ‘Treafure, as, to my great 
fatisfaction, it now moft certainly appears 
to be. In hort, Dr. Grabe will certainly 
by this Book convince the World, that he 
could make Obfervations about Manufcripts 
which he bad by him, which I could not 
do before I bad them, as 1.own it has moft 
intirely convine’d me, ” what I verily believ’d 
before, that he cannot oppofe the evidence I 
have for the genuine Authority of the moft 
facred Conftitutions of the Apoftles,or indeed 
of the Preface tothis Doctrine,which affords 
fo undeniable an atteftation to them. 

(2) I obferve, that among all the broad 
hints here given, as if I had frequently mif- 
reprefented his Difcourfes and Opinions a- 
bout thefe and other matters, yet is there 
{carce one fingle thing which I have affirm’d 
concerning him, directly deny’d by him, 
as has all alone been the cafe with Dr. Alix 
and others alfo ; who ftill, amidit all their 
heat and anger at me for difclofine what they 
would have conceal’d, and the charge of my 
mifreprefenting them commonly take care not 
properly to contradict what I have affirm’d 
of them. Prudence, fo I confefs it feems 
to 
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to me, dictates to them, that they muft not 
own plainly in publick what they cannot 
but think and grant in private ; but Con- 
{cience will not let them prevaricate fo far 
as directly to deny what they know to be 
true. I wifh none of thefe otherwife great 
and good Men may hurt thelr own Souls 
in this matter, while they are fupporting 
Orthodoxy and the Church. ‘This Tam 
fure of, that very different turns are now 
given to Difcourfes and Opinions from what 
they appear’d to me when [| firft heard 
them. But this is too tender a Point to 
be anfwer’d any farther. So I fhall leave 
it to themfelves, and to the cool reflections 
of their own Confciences. 

(3) Tobferve that Dr. Grade Aflerts that 
this Arabick Book was intended originally 
to contain the intire Catholick Doctrine, or 
Six former Books of the Conftitutions, and 
yet that the Preface prefix’d did {till origi- 
nally belong tothe fame Book ; in expres 
contradiction to the Evidence which lay be- 
fore him. Forthis Preface not only {peaks 


of that Catbolick Doéirine in general, as of 2, 6,. ¢, 


different Work, which was only confirm'd at 
that Council when it felf was made; but di- 
rectly Affirms that the Book to which it 
appertain’d was another Book of Doctrine, 
which the Apoftles had-ai/o Written, and 
fent both of them to» the Churches by Cle 
ment. ‘This is fo ftrange an Alflertion that 
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one can but juft believe ones Eyes in the 
Cafe ; and were it not probable that it may 
be owing in-Part to the miftaken Tranfla- 
tion he has made ufe of to this Preface, fo 
very different from that which he knows] 
have from one much more fkill’d in the Ara- 
bick Language cannot eafily be accounted for. 

(4) lobferve that the Dr. fuppofes that I 
thieves this Preface to the Aral bik Do&rine 
barely on its own Authority ; and thinks at 
that rate I may have Apoltolical, Pieces in 
abundance, Now the Dr. may find that I 
did not believe on the bare Authority of that 
Preface, but have been able to sgive parti- 
cular Reafons for fuch my belief’ Tho’ in- 
deed I donot remember any Books now Ex- 
tant, pretending, to belong to the Apoftles, 
which feem not in fome fenfe really to belong 
to them. For as to thofe {maller Doétrines 
and Canons which claim that Authority, and 
which he here refers to, I look upon them 
all as more or lefs exact and honeft Extracts 
from the Gnauaneie! which he knows J 
fully own to be certainly Apoftolical 5 and 
gui ready to pip iy it to the Dr. whenever he 
pleafes. Sothat the very pretence to Apo- 
ito lical Authority appears to be no contemp- 
tible Argument that any antient piece 1s 

nfome fort Apoftolical. 

i) I obferve that Dr. Grade ftill perfifts 
in his old Hypothefis, or rather Imagina- 


tion, that our Conftitutions are deriv’ d from 
the 


(23 ) 
the Hyppolitan and Ethiopick, and. the like 
{maller and more imperfect Conflitutions 
and Doéirines ; but as afterward fill’d up 
and put together and compleated by fome 
Arian, he knows not) who. at fome time, 
he knows not when. This feems to me 
yuft as-wife a Suppofal,: as it would be to 
dream that the bare modern Contents of the 
Chapters in the Five Books of Mofes, with 
fome few Verfes here and there interfpers’d, 
were alone original and genuine , and that 
fome Heretical Jew, at fame unknown time, 
fill’d all up and compleated the Books to 
their. prefent Bulk, nay and made that 
Nation believe the whole was. original, 
For Dr. Grabe has not, | perceive, any 
thing like one fingle antient Teftimony for 
fo ftrange an Affertion ; and the Nature of 
the feveral Books, with the Antient Quo- 
tations and Allufions, make the very Sup- 
pofal intolerable. Nay, on the contrary, I 
formerly told him that Dionyfius the: coun- 
terfeit Areopagite, [or Didymus of Alexan+ 
dria, | plainly enough afcrib’d the Ethiopick 
Conftitutions to Hierotheus [or Athanafius 
himfelf;} nay ftil’d them Cuvoaliygi xdudves, 
or Rules.compos’d by the Abridgment of a 
larger Work; as they are moft evidently 
taken from our incomparably better and 
much larger Conftitutions. 1 alfo inform’d 
him, that by the Author of the Synopfis Sa- 
cre Scriptura, this or the like Books are 
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own'd to have been feleced from, or pick’d 
out of the Clementine Con/titutions, in the 
Paflage above quoted. So that this Hypo- 
thefis is not only w holly unfupported, but 
dire@tly contradicted by all the Teftimontes 
of Primitive Antiquity. And, by the way, 
that this laft moft remarkable Paflage may 
have its due weight with him and the Rea- 
der, I fhall take off that Evafion which the 
Dr. formerly made to me about it ; asif by | 
thefe feleé Parts of the Clementines were 
meant only that Epitome of the fpurious 
Edition of the Recognitions, which Edition 
of late has pafs’d under the Name of the 
Clementines , or the Clementine Homilies, 
and is at the end of Cotelerius > Whereas 
thofe Clementines are | believe never fo {til’d 
by the Antients, as the other here are; they 
have no pretence to Divine Infpiration, as 
thefe had, nor was that Epitome Saptigg than 
Metapbrafies in the Tenth Century, as 
Cotelerius informs us, and fo could not be 
cited in the Fourth or Fifth. But to re- 
turn. 

(6) I obferve, with Joy, that Dr. Grabe 
giv es us hopes of difcovering a more correc 
Copy of a Doctrine of the Apofiles in the 
Syriack ; and is not out of all hope but it 
may be the original one. And ] now own my 
felf to have much more hopes of true Co- 
pies of fuch Antient Sacred Books from An- 
tice and Syria, than from Alexandria, 


Eg ype 
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Eg ypt, Ethiopia, or Arabia , becaufe of its 
lefs dependance on the Alexandrian Atha- 
nafius, and his Followers. Butif fo, [ dare 
venture to foretell it will be fo far like the 
reft of the Antient Doéirines, Liturgies and 
Canons, as to confirm our Conftitutions and 
Canons of the Apoftles: All the Books of 
that nature, which have yet appear’d, ever 
deriving their Contents and Authority from 
them 3 tho’ alafs never without fome Cor- 
ruptions and Interpolations of the later Ages. 

(7) I obferve that the Doctor is very an- 


ery with my Notion of a Canonical, and ofp, 55, &e. 


an Uncanonical Sacred Book of our Religion; 
Z.¢. one contained in the laft Apoffolical 
Canon, or not contain’d therein ; but: fays 
not a Word by way of Argument againft it, 
I affure the Doéor I did not therein fpeak 
at random; and I now defire him, if he can, 
to fhew any other Notion of that Matter in 
all truly Primitive Antiquity. I takeit to 
be a very plain Cafe, and the Miftake about 
it among the Moderns to have been one of 
the moft grofs and pernicious of all others. 
Nor do I perceive that the other Words, 
v0.30, amxpuga, and the like do ufually fig- 
nify any more, than Books in this Senfe 
Uncanonical , and till the Doétor examines 
that Notion better, it will be to little pur- 
pofe for me to debate fuch Matters with 


him. But more of thigin my Effay on thec.1, 6 


_ Confiitutions. 
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(8) Tobferve that to provethe lower Or- 
ders in the Church not, to have been. origi- 
nal, in defect. of Primitive ‘Teftimonies,. he 
cites Lombard the School-man and Cotelerius, 
Habertus, Morinus, &c, Now as to my Con- 
viction he might as well, have, cited his own 
Authority inftead of theirs. For I believe,he 
knows the moft Primitive ‘Writers as-well 
as they: And if he could, I dare fay he 
would have rather cited earlier Authors. 
Indeed fince the Antienteft-Writers after the 
Apoftles, who have occafion to mentionany 
of thefe Orders, never fay.a’\ Word of their 
later Appointment, but always peak’ of 
them as already fetled in the Ghurch:s, nay, 
fince the moft Primitive Church deems not to 
have own’d.any Power lefs, than Apoftoli- 
cal fufficient for fuch Inftitutions, whatever 
the later corrupt Ages have pretended:to, I 
fee no Foundation at all. for the;common 
Opinion in this matter. 

(9) Ll obferve and own that the Doctor's 
Hy pothefis,as if the Dedirine of Clement inthe 
old sigopelesa was only 32 Chapters of the 
Arabick Book, is very probable ; becaufe tho? 
the «ie belonging to that Doctrine. imply 
it but to be a Fourteenth part lefs than the 
Recognitions themfelves, which only, agrees 
with the intire Conftitutions, but by) mo 
means with a part of this Book, as he uma- 
gines ; yet.is it very probable, that as: the 
Ethiopick {puslous Conftitutions imitated 
the 
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the genuine ones inthe Number both of their- 
Books and Se@ions, to colour over the 
Cheat the better, fo was this fpurious Book 
divided in the {ame manner into 32 Sections, 
as the true Doctrine was: For juft fo many 
are in the Ethiopick Copy, when the intirely 
Spurious and Additional Six are omitted. 
(10) Lobferve, that when Dr. Grade pre- 
tends, that Anafta/ivs by quoting the feventh 


Chapter of the fourth Book. of the Contfti- p. 6. 


tutions, and afterward quoting the ninth, 
without quoting any part of the eighth, 
implies in the leaft that that eighth was not 
in his Copy, and fo that he confirms the 
Arabick Copy when it omits part of the 
{ame Chapter, he reafons very tnjudicioully, 
Anaftafius always cites as occafion ferves, 
without the leaft pretence to fuch continued 
Tranfcripts any where. The Dr. might al- 
moft as well collec& from any ones having 
occafion to cite Matth. V. 4. and foon after 
to cite v. 6. without quoting. v..5., that he 
that fo quoted had not the fifth Verfe in his 
Bible. And tho’ Ana/ftafius omits the intire 
eighth, ’tis plain that this omiflion, of) it is 
no fure fign that.it was not. inthe antient 
Copies, becaufe part of zt is in this very, 
Arabick Copy ; whofe Greek the Dr. owns 
to be much antienter than Anaflafius. Nor 
does he at all-reafon well elfewhere, when 
from fome varieties in what he calls Hippoly- 
tus’s diducnaria, Which is like oneof the later 
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Extracts from the Conftitutions, and which 
feldom fail of Alterations enow, he prefently 
fets afide the genuine reading of all the real 
Copies of the Conftitutions themfelves. All 
which miftakes proceed hence, that he has 
long been fond of an ill-grounded Hypo- 
thefis or Imagination about thefe Conftitu- 
tions, and ever intirely reafons from it, as if 
it were fad and reality ; which is one of 
the greateft figns of want of true judgment 
in the World. 

(11) I obferve and acknowledge, that the 
Dr. has Three Arguments which look at . 
firft view’ very {trong againft the genuine- 
nefs of the Preface to this Arabick-Dodtrine’s 
the one is taken from the mention of Fames 
as’ prefent' when that Preface was made, 
about 4. D. 67.‘ whereas he pretends he was 
then Dead, chiefly, as I guefs, from the 
fuppofed Authority of Fofepbus. ‘The fe- 
cond is taken from the fame mention of him 
as alive in that Preface, while the Book it 
felf owns him as dead. The third from 
Origen’s Authority, who before the Cita- 
tion from the little Book mentions a way of 
Fafting mention’d by fome of the Apoftles 
only ; whereas this Preface to the Doéfrine 
of the Apofiles exprefly affirms, that the 
Twelve were prefent at the compofing of 
that Book. Now to all thefe I have in 
effet already anfwered ; and as to the fe- 
cond I add, that the Dr. might rather there- 
from 
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from have gathered that this Preface did 
not belong to this Book; it being hardly 
to be fuppos’d, that even an Impoftor could 
be fo forgetful and foolifh, as to appoint 
this Fames to be honoured as a Martyr un 
the Book, and yet to tell us in its own 
Preface he was prefent in Council at the 
making of that Book. And when that 
true Dofrine appears to have his Naine, 
it will be time enough to think of a far- 
ther Anfwer. But to the third I only put 
the Dottor in mind what has been alrea- p. 60. 6s. 
dy noted, that by the Twelve are often 
meant the College of the Apoftles in a Bo- 
dy, whether. they were fo many there or 
not; and farther obferve, that this being 
in only Origen’s Latin Works, which have 
fo miferably fuffer’d by the Tranflators, we 
do not know whether we have his genuine 
words or not ; efpecially. when the Paflage 
it felf is ftill afcribed to the Apoftles with- 
out any fuch limitation at all, Nor indeed 
are we certain as the Dr. grants, whether his 
Little Book, whence he cites.the Paflage be 
it felf the Do&rine of the Apofiles in 
general, or any other {mall Treatife then 
afcrib’d to fomeof them. All which things 
will deferve the farther Enquiry of the 
Learned. But then when the Dr. feems to 
confound the Ardkoxaria, didmey and SG-? 39 
miges all together ; and to affirm that this », 62. 
Fames was one of the Twelve, he goes into 
miftakes 


| ( 30) 
miftakes unfupported by all original Au- 
thority whatfoever. See as to the latter 
my Sermons and Eflays p. 182.— 196. But 
as to the Pafchal Rule , to I¢natius’s Rank. 
of xomedvles which is Paul’s word, as if 
».66.675 they were the fame with the xomarxy in 
Jater Ages; as to the improbability of 

Ibid. fending Clement with this Doéfrine 3 as to 
i “ne 7° Hippolytus’s Doétrine and Conftitutions 5 as 
to part of the Ethiopick Conftitutions in 
Greek , as to the omiflion of the Two laft 

Books in this Arabick Edition ; as to the 

Name of Altar’, given to Widows in the 

9.74 75. Conftitutions ; [nay I muft add and in Po- 
lycarp’s Eypiftle to the Philppians alfo3 ] 

and as to fome other matters , What the 

Dr. fays appears to me too weak, inju- 

| dicious, and remote from our prefent 
| matters to deferve any farther animadver- 
fion in this place. | 

(12) T obferve that Dr. Grabe not only 

does not blame, but indeed greatly ‘com- 
Pref.p.1iztnends my free and plain Declaration againft 

13s thofe modern Corruptions which he him- 

felf owns for fuch ; yet cannot he bear the 

fame plain dealing, where he has not yer 

difcover’d others of them. However, he 

fhould confider that my Duty, as well ‘as 

his, is not to pleafe Men but God and 

honeftly to warn the Church of all her fa- 

tal Mifcarriages in Faith, and Prattice. And 

tacthinks fo good a Man as Dr. Grabe, who 

Deing: 
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being but a fingle Perfon and a Prefbyter, See Epiph 
as well as my felf dealt fo plainly with the 27 &2 
Errors of the German Proteftant Churches, 
fhould not be difpleas’d with me for ufing the 

like freedom with thofe here in Great-Britain, 
Nor will I take the like plain dealing 
ul from him or any one, provided they 
ground their Admonitions and -Reproofs on 
as good original evidence, and as facred 
Authority, as [have done. The Dr.feems 
to me to have much too great regard to Hu- 
mane, and too little to Divine Authority in 
facred matters. Poor, finful, mortal Men 
are ever fallible, and eafily deceiv’d ;) and 
the moft fallible and moft eafily deceiv’d, 
nay and deceiving others too in their pub- 
lick Bodies and Councils ; as is moft evi- 
dent in fa&t in all the paft Hiftories of the 
World. Ceafe ye from Man whofe breath 
is in bis noftrils. Let God be true but 
every Man a Lyar, To the Law and to the 
Lefiamony. Be not ye called Mafter, for one 
is your Mafter even Chrift. Search the Scri- 
ptures. If we or an Angel from Heaven 
Preach any other Doétrine than that which 
was at firft preached, let him be accurfedy 
&c. Are the Affirmations and Directions of 
God himfelf to us upon fuch occafions ; and 
to the breach of thefe plain commands are 
directly owing the fatal Errors and Divifions 
how and for many Ages prevailing among 
Chriftians ; and indeed while I am_ fully 
affur’d 


C 32)) 
aflut’d that I follow Chrift and his Apoftles, 
I do not concern my felf with the contrary 
Opinions and Practices of any Men, or Bo- 
dies of Men in later Ages whomfoever, And 
when Dr.Grade and other Learned and Good 
Men come into this right Chriftian way, 
they will foon fee that the things I affert 
are, for the main at leaft, moft certainly 
true and undeniable. | 

(13) Lobferve that Dr. Grabe direé&s his 
principal aim again{t what I never aflerted s 
viz. that this Defrine,even as it lies ia thefe 
Arabick M{s. is, without any variation, to 
be own’da Sacred Book of the New Tefta- 
ment. 1 am fure J never either faid or thought 
fo, nay did partly know, and eafily expec 

Diforders Additions, Interpolations, and the 
like Corruptions therein, fuch a3 are ufual 
in late Copies and Verfions. Allthat I meant, 
or any fair Man could fuppofe I meant, was 
that the original Doétrine of the Apofiles was 
fuch a facred Book , that this appear’d likely 
in general to be the fame, or to contain it ; 
as having feveral Marks of it, and the genu- 
ine Preface belonging to its; and that at leaft 

till. fome Ethiopick, Coptick, or Syriack 

Copies were publifhed, this would give us 
confiderable Light and Satisfaction; but fo 

that all was to be Judg’d of by the. original 

Greek, if it ever could be found ; by the 
Antient defcriptions and Paflages thereto re- 

lating , by the Amtienter Ethiopick and sor 
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tick Doétrine, and by thofe Conftittitions 
themfelves whence thefe Copies, and very 
probably the true original Book it felf was 
deriv’d. If I call Besa’s Mfs, of the Four 
Gofpels part of the Sacred Canon of the New 
Teflament, no body will thence conclude 
TL affert its Perfedtion, or deny great Cor- 
ruptions and Interpolations therein. And 
Dr. Grabe is acquainted with fuch things fo 
well that I know not how to Apologize for 
his Writing fo feverely in this cafe, and lay- 
ing fo great a load upon me where there was 
plainly no juft Reafon for it. However, I 
am fo very willing to promote the Exami- 
nation of all fuch important Matters, evert 
at the Expence of my own Reputation, that 
I can hardly Repent, that by taking up an 
Opinion from very probable tho’ not certain 
Evidence, and openly propofing it, I have 
and am like to be the occafion of a through 
fearch and Enquiry about thefe Matters ; 
whence alone the World can have any fa- 
tisfactory Evidence about many of the how 
defpis’d facred and original Records of our 

Religion. Nor will he that always Acts by 

what the World calls Prudence and a tender 

regard to his Reputation, ever be the means 

of any great Ditcoveries or Reformations for 

the good of Chriftianity. 

(14) I obferve that Dr. Grabe is very fol- 
licitous to have it thought that his Efteem 
for and Opinion of the Apoftolical Confti- 

.e tutions 
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Pref > 4 tutions are very different from mine, Be it 
Ra: ” for nor did I ever fay they werethe fame. Yer 
os || do J certainly know: that before ‘he perceiv’d 
| fhould make ufe oftthem for Arianifm he 
was not fo very follicitous in that matter; and 
that fince that time he has freely own’d them 
an ineflimable Treafure to the Church of 
Chrift,. has confefs’d the Liturgy: in the 
Eighth Book to be the original Liturgy. of 
the Chriftian Church, us’d in the ‘Days of 
Fuflin Martyr 3 and has formerly; even in 
Print own’d the fame, and that the laft De- 
rivation of the whole, is, 11 good’ part, 
really Apoftolical; nay he is ever, Ithink, 
as careful as I am my felf to obferve the main 
Rules and Laws. therein contain’d, for the 
genuine Rules and:Laws ofthe Gofpel. Yet 
I fay, Be it fo, that his Opinion 1s fo very 
different from mine; I hope he does not 
expec that any modern Opinions or Hypo- 
thefes fhould weigh againft dired Arguments 
and ‘Teftimonies, » And upon that Iflue do I 
put the whole Caufe. And» asl readily in’ 
part alter my Opinion about the Arabick Mfs. 
upon his producing good Evidence why [| 
fhould:do it; fo.do:lexpe& that he alter his 
about their Preface, and about the Conftitu- 
tions: themfelves upon my laying fufficient 
Evidence before him.for fuch ‘an Alteration. : 
Nor do Idefire. his or the Readers Patience as 
to that full Evidence I have to produce above 
‘wo Months at the fartheft 51m which time 
. I 
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J hope to have fuch a degree of it ready for 
the Church of Chrift, as fhall deferve her 
moft ferious and folemn Examination ; fuch 
Tam fure as [think is for the maiti in its 
own Nature intirely fatisfactory. 

_ (45) I Obferve that fince the Doctor rea. 
dily owns Three of thofe modern Corrupti- 
ons, which I have reprov’d, for fuch; and that 
I have freely and yet mode/ily enough blam’d 


them ; viz. Baptifin by bare fprinkling , and Pref.p. +3 


the not mixing Water with the Wine in the 
Cup of the Lord’s Supper ; as alfo the ez- 
ting of Blood and things ftrangled;, and con- 
fefies that “ therein I have evidently on my 
* fide, not only the Confent of many other 
“‘ Chriftian Nations in our Days, but alfo 
« of the Antient Church over all the World, 
“ befides the plain ‘Teftimonies of Scripture ; 
Thofe that depend on his Authority againft 
me in other things, ought to let it have equal 
weight in thefe for me ; and to confider whe- 
ther the Church, inftead of perfecuting me 
for endeavoring fome Alterations farther, 
‘ipon much the fame Foundations,might not 
be better employ’d in correéting thofe and 
the like plain and indifputable Miftakes and 
Corruptions of thefe lait Ages among us. 


But now having done with my Odferva- 


tions, I fhall proceed to my Hiftory, or fuch 
a clear and honeft Account of my Procedure 
about thefe Mfs. as may free me in good 
meafure from the Imputation of Rafhnefs, at 

C 2 heaft 
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Pref. p10 leaft of fuch Ralhnefs that. can hardly be pa- 


rallePd and other the like fevere Refletions 
which the Doéor makes upon me and my 
Conduct. I thall here only give a true Ac 
count of my Procedure: And then leave: it 
to the impartial Reader to judge how far I 
have been too raf, or at all culpable in this 
matter. When! was examining the Au- 
thenticknefs uf the Conftitutions themfelves 
I perceiv’d, that tho’ Eufedius and the An- 
tients did hardly ever mention them in ex- 
prefs Terms, among the Catalogues of Sacred 
Books, either undoubted, doubtful, or fpu- 
rious 5 according to thofe ftri@ Rules of Se- 
crecy which they then thought themfelves 
under about them; yet did they not only 
difcover the exacteft Knowledge of, and grea- 
teft Veneration for them on other Occafions, 
but did exprefly name a parallel Book call’d 
the Doéirine of the Apoftles, which feems 
plainly to have been an Extra@ out of the 
former fix Books, therein contain’d’;, with 
thefe Differences only, that the Conftitution 
Word for DoGrine was A:dkouaaria, and the 
other Ardkqy, which yet feem’d to me then 
of no very great confequence; tho’ I now 
own my felf of another mind ; that the for- 
mer contain’d many Doérines and Accounts 
ufually then conceal’d from the Catechu- 
mens, while the latter was particularly fit- 
ted to their ufe ; and that the former ap- 
pear'd tobe a much larger Book than the 
i later. 


i ee 
later. [found alfo that the Ethiopick and 
Coptick Churches had fuch a Doéfrine among 
them, only call’d A:decnaaria, and not Ai 
dxqn,which they own’d for Sacred ; and that 
yet the Ethiopians had admitted no Books 
from the Greeks fince the’ Fourth General 
Council, in the middle of the Fifth Centu: 
ry ; or fince the Ages when we have the 
certain Accounts of fuch a Sacred Book 
among Chriftians. So that it feem’d highly 
probable that that Ethiopick and Coptick 


Aidxoygarie might be the genuine Doérine of 


the Apoftles. 1 had by me, from Ludolphus 
and Wanflebius, the Contents of all the Ethi- 
opick Chapters or Canons, into which that 
Book was by them divided, in Number 38 ; 
and found reafon to think it might well 
enough Anfwer the antient Defcriptions and 
Citations from the true Book. I percéived it 
was a methodical Extract, or rather two or 
three diftin@ methodical Extraés joyn’d to- 
sether, fromthe former Six Books of the Con- 
{titutions, and: ending with the laft Chapter 
of the Sixth Book. When I came to Oxford 
about Adichaelmas Jatt, to my great Joy 
and Surprize, J found. two Copies of the 
hike Arabick Aidkoxgate or Doélyine, af- 
erib’d to the Apoftles 5 or of that very Book; 
fo far as then appear’d 5 as having a particu- 
lar Preface in the Name of the Twelve 
Apoftles, which exprefly belong’d to that 
true Doctrine of the Apoftles, as. diftinguifh’d 
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from the Catholick. Dogirine, ‘or. former. fix 
Books. of the: Conftitutions ,.. its) contents 
were almoft the very fame with thofe of the 
Ethiopick Copy; the Number of the Chap- 
ters but one more; it was. generally. taken 
out of the Conftitutions ; and had a Paflage 
not unlike that. which Origen quotes from 
a certain Little. Book belonging to the Apo- 
{tles:; as had the Conftitutions themfelves 
the fame: And tho’ we could not readily 
find that other Quotation among the: Works 
of Cyprian, yet was-I not fure but it. might 
be there; nay did not know whether that 
Citation. was not. made from ..another fpu- 
rious ‘Book of the. like Title;...mention’d 
by . Dr, Grade. Only I was a little fur- 
priz’d to find it-fuch an Extrad.as gene- 
rally agreed verbatim with .the parallel 
Parts of the Conflitutions, the’ .oiten in 

a different Order ; and that it was fo much 
sate than Iexpected: Yet ina Cafe of this 
nature, I could not think fuch Difficulties 
equivalent to the foregoing Arguments; ef- 
pecially to the exprefs Affirmation of the 
Preface prefix’d thereto. _Upon the whole, 
{ concluded that what Diflocations, Addi- 
tions, Interpolations, or Alterations foever 
this late Arabick Copy might have, yet that 
it muff, probably preferve the Antient Da- 
étrine of the Hag? tles as not then dreaming 
of Atbanafian D breif, or Forgery in the cafe; 
tho’ I did fofpedtit before I faw.the Drs. Book, 
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as appears above’} and till. we could procure 
an Ethiopick, Coptick; or Syriack, if nota 
Greek Copy muft be highly worthy. of the 
publick ‘View's, and at the leaft, would give 
creat Light and Atteftation to the prefent 
Copies of the Conftitutions themfelves.: My 
Affairs at London, and the Approach of our 
Cambridge Term, hindritig. hy longer ftay-at 
that time at Oxford, Iohad not Opportunity 
to defire Mr. Ockley» to }gorover any ‘great 
Part iof:the: Book with! methen ;) but only 
tecommended the: Tranflation: of it to: him 
before] caine away’; andofo Dp defer’d,the 
exact: Examination of thé Book, and the 
fixingimy  owmdiftinct, Opinion abouteit 
till I fhouldsreceive that:‘Tranilation. . “And 
had not:‘Mr. Ockley’s private Affairs: hindred 
hitn, I had long fince:hadithat ‘Trantlations 
and fo could have. forin’d my°own Judgment 
uponates: |While: in» the! meah time, : for 
wantrof}.1tyob/wasi forcdto ‘content: my 
felf with cinforming. the :World am general 
Whata Treafure I had found: asat  on“all 
Accounts moft certainly is:;. with: publith- 
ing the genuine Preface of the Apoftles 
intire therein contain’d ; and with ufing 
the Contents of the Ethiopick Copy, which, 
I had before me ; and which was to be. a 
kind of Standard, whereby to judge of this 
Arabick Edition, when I fhould receive it. 
Accordingly, till I heard that Dr. Gzabe 
had a Book almoft ready to be publifhed 
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againft me, I never once fixed or~ wrote 
down my own Thoughts diftin@ly about 
ut ; asknowing that till J had that Tranflation 
by me,or fonie particular Account of the Book 
Jcould not do any {uch thing either tomy own 
or others Satisfaction, Now this being the. 
Truth of the Cafe, what mighty Occafion 
was there for Dr. Grabe’s numerous and pa- 
thetical Exclamations, Admirations, or Im- 
putations upon my Conduét in this matter ? 
None of which yet fhall I here return upon 
him 5 as being very willing to undergo all 
this, and much more, in cafe the Church 
and the Learned will at: laft hear the Me- 
rits of my Caufe, and come: to fair Enqui- 
ry and Examination. But to wavethis mat- 
ter and return: I proceed now tomy third 


and laft Head, viz.:‘To exprefs my prefent 


Ihoughts concerning this Arabick Book and 
its Preface, fince | have had thé’ happy Op- 
portunity of perufing the Account and the 
Arguments which -Dr. Grade has given us 
about them: Which I thall do under the fol- 
lowing Propofition, | 


(41 ) 
PROPOSITION, 


The Preface to this Arabick Doftrine is the 
real Preface to the Original Dottrine of 
the Apoftles; but the Book it felf is a 
corrupt Edition of the Catholick Do@rine, 
or former Six Books of the Apoftolical Con- 
stitutions, made by the Athanafians in the 
Fourth Century of the Church. 


Have already prov’d the firft’ Branch 
] of this Propofition, that the Preface is 
genuine. My Reafons for the fecond Branch; 
are thefe following. 

(1) This Book agrees very well to that 
notable Defcription of fuch Orthedox Ex. 
tratis by the Author of the Synop/is Sacre 
Scripture already mention’d, (for on fecond 
Thoughts it may refer to more than ‘one,) 
xAnpjunia® @& wv mereped dug cnreqivG creo wAye. 
Sesten 4 Sebmrvdisus Tbe Clementiness whence 
the Parts moft agreeable to Truth, and-de- 
riv'd from Divine Infpiration have been 
transfer'd and feletied. Now our Arabick 
Book 1s taken out of the Clementine Con- 
fiicutions , it contains fele& Parts of them S 
it has alfo no other Parts than what this 
Athanafian Writer would naturally believe 
to be true, and divinely infpired. And fo 
does well agree to the Characters here fet 
down, | f: 749s 


(2) This 
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(2) This Edition leaves out all and only 
fuch parts of the former Six Books of the 
Conftitutions, as Athanafius and his Friend 
Anthony. the Monk, with their Folldwers, 
could not bear; I meanali.the middle Ghap- 
ters of theSixth, Book 3 11 which are contain- 
ed fuch clear ‘Teftimonies againft the Atha- 
nafians,. and. for the, Arians; and fuchyen- 
couragement.to, and Rules about a: Conjugal 
Life, as intirely contradicted their Schemes 
and Defigns. So that there is great reafon 
to. believe that they were on purpofe! left 
out by them, and their Followers 3 left 
they fhould utterly fubvert their very foun- 
dations, and deftroy the modern Orthodoxy 
and Monkery together. 

(3) ‘This is {trongly,confirm’d by the 

exat, places. where this:great ‘Chafm dppéars; 
and at what critical Pomts the omiflion both 
begins and ends. The feginning is quilb, after 
the.end of, the Account of the Jewith. Here- 
fies ; all. which. were.(own’d'.as Herefies-by. 
Athanafi us atid yuft. before the beginning of 
the: Herefies atifen fromthe Gentiles <a+ 
mong, which..thé Athanafian i felfis, asit 

were before-hand, deferib’dvand éondemn’d 
and. the oppofite Chriftian; or. Arian. Do: 
Lvi.t-67 Grine eftablifh’d and confirm’d by the-Apo- 
ftles'themfelves. The ending is jufteafiér 
>» the Rules'and DireGions for a married:State 
are ovet 5 where alfo fome Arian Doétrines 
had been occafionally interpos'd. ‘Thefe are 
evident 
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évident figns of Athanafian Corruption and 
Forgery; and Dr. Grabe’s fancy about this 
great Chafm is intirely precarious ahd un- 
srounded. 

(4) The tame when this, with the paral- 
Je] Ethiopick and. Goptick Doérine, and th¢ 
like Pieces firft appear in the Church 1s: not 
till the Days, .and: precifely»in the Days 
of Atbanafius: Before whom we hear nothing 
of fuch corrupt Editions or Abridgments of 
the Conftitutions; and after whom,we have 
nota few of them: I mean: only in the 
neighbouring Churches. For; 

(5) The Places where, and: where alone 
we meet with thefe Books is another \ evi- 
dent fign that they are Athanafian.; We hear 
tidings enow of Ethiopick,: Coptick, and 
Arabick Books of this corrupted fort, but 
hear of them fo early. no where elfe in the 
World ; ze. exactly, as before, in the very 
time, and in or near the very place of the 
Alexandrian Athanafius only. 

(6) We have befides this another parallel 
corrupt piece extant, with the like omiflions 
of all that favor’d the Arians, and contra+ 
dicted the Athanafians, I mean the Ethzo- 
pick: Conflitutions, as divided into Eight 
Books, and about Seventy Chapters m= imi- 
tation of the like numbers for the original 
Books.and Chapters: themfelves: We have 
alfo among the fame Ethiopians and Copti 
a Doétrine, of the like {tamp with this before 


us 
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us; hay either the very fame, or its Abridg. 
ment 5 as well as other parallel Colleétions 3 
all evidently of a fpurious Nature alfo.Now 
for one of thefe, the Ethiopick Conftitu? 
tions, the counterfeit Diony/ius the Areopa- 
gite,or Didymus of Alexandria,plainly enough 
aflures us, that thofe cep: ovvomnysi or Epi- 
tomiz'a Canons that avvomimi didconaAia 5 OF 
Abridged Doéirine was made by Hierotheus 
or Athanafius himfelf.. De Divin. Nomin. c. 
zit, §. 2, p. 537, 538. with Eccl. Hierarch; 
L. ii, §. 1, p. 250. And if fo, we may fafely 
afcribe this Edition to‘him, or to fome of 
his Followers, in the fourth Age. . 

(7) None of the Antients give us any ac- 
count of thefe Books, and of their being Ex- 
tracts in this manner, but thofe which moft 
probably were Egyptians , the Neighbors ‘if 
not Flock of Athanafius: I mean: the Au- 
thor of the Synopfis Sacre Scripture, Di- 
dymus of Alexandria , andthe Author: of 


§.16,p.119the Book De Virginitate, among the Works 


of Atoanafivs, all appearing to live alfo 
not very long after Athanafius: I here add 
the third Author, becaufe he quotes or al- 
ludes to the very laft {fpurious and additional 
Chapter it felf, about the end of the fourth 
Century ; all which do ftill farther fhew 
the relation. both the time and place of this 
fpurious Edition bear to the Alexandrian 
Athanafius. 

.(8) The 
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(8) The Nature of the Interpolations; 
Alterations,and Additions themfelves, which 
are {till Athanafian, and for the fupport of 
Orthodoxy fhews their original, Dr. Grave 
himfelf, and the Book it felf, in that part of 
the Tranflation which is now by me,do both 
fully and particularly prove that they are ftill 
ofthat fort. So that while Dr. Grabe thinks 


he is confuting an Affertion of mine, he is? 757% 


unmafking the Cheats and Forgeries of Atha. 
nafius and his Followers ;. without dreaming 
what he is doing at the fame time. 


(9) The Addition of an Athanafian My-p, 4», 


fiagogia, or Secret Doétrine, as coming from 
the Apoftles, which is inferted in the {tead 
of the original Arian or Chriftian Doérine 
of the Sixth Book of the fecret Con/ftitutions 
themfelves, is a moft evident fignof the fame 
Corruption, and a like fign by what Man 
or Party it was made: And this being equal- 
ly done in the Ethiopick and Coptick, as 
well as this Arabick Edition, is ademonftra- 
tion that neither was the one omitted, as Dr. 
Grabe would fain fuppofe, nor the other 
added by accident; but that all was done 
on fet purpofe, in order to fupport thofe He- 
retical Opinions which all the facred Books 
of our Religion, when uncorrupt and genu- 
ine did ever condemn. 

(10) The Prefixing to this Work the 
real Preface of the true Doétrine of the Apo- 
files, to which ’tis moft evident it does not 
belong, 
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belong, is another plain mark of deceit and 
corruption ; whether it were done at firit; 
or afterward. For ’tis manifeftly with de- 
fign to impofe a fpurious and heretical Edi+ 
tion of the xzSeamm dducnaric, upon the 
World for the genuine one, or as the other 
Aidan a aavsvAwv; and that as attefted 
to by the Apoftles of our Lord themfelves 5 
[asthe Word banc this Do&rine in the Copy 
feems intended to Infinuate, which J look 
upon therefore as Interpolation, } while it 
appears to be no better than an Athanafian or 
Heretical Deceit and Forgery. 

Corollary. Hence we learn that the Apo- 
ftolical Conftitutions, whence all thefe Edi- 
tions and Abridgments are evidently deriv’d, 
were in the fourth Century efteem’d Sacred 
and Divinely Infpired Records of our Reli- 
gion, éven by their great Enemies, the Atha- 
nafians themfelves, that they were then in 
the fame Order they are in now’; for the 
Ethiopick Doéfrine is. {till in the order of 
our prefent Books; that they were thet) as 
large as they are now; that they then fa- 
vor’d the Arians as they donow, and that 
the Orthodox had no other. way to avoid 
their influence but by concealing, as much 
as poflible, the genuine Copies, and fending 
abroad {purious, imperfe&, and interpolated 
Editions and Abridgments of them, to’ the 
corruption of the true Chriftian Faith; Wor- 
fhip, and Pradtice, and the great spate 
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and Reproach of our common ‘Chriftianity. 
Corollary, (2) Hence we have a natural 
and obvious Account of the later-péernicious 
Interpolations of the original Conftitutions 
themfelves ; as to the Names of the Twelve 
_ Apoftles added in the Sixth and Eighth 
Books, as to the later Rule for Ezfters as 
to the Doxologies to the Holy Ghoft, and 
the like, all which moft eafily arofe from 
thefe corrupt Editions and Extra4s, and no 
other caufe need ‘be fought for of the fame: 
And this is fo true and exaé that thofe Four 
Books anda half whofe Nature priviledg’d 
them from much Interpolation, even in this 
corrupt Edition, are almoft wholly ‘uncor- 
rupt in the Genuine Conftitutions at this 
Day ; and alfo, what is exceeding remar- 
Kable, that the Seventh Book, or only one 
which never was’ Publith’d in this fpurious 
way (as belonging to Jews and not Gentiles) 
has no vifible- Interpolations at all even 
at this Day; I mean as to the beft Mf. 
thereof: Yet intwo ofthe Mfs. of that Book 
does appear even there one notorious Inter- 
polation, yawndevrn ¢ xndevrn, begotten not 
created ; which is yet moft naturally deriv’d 
from the Words begotten not made in this 
{purious Myftagogia, or Athanafian’ fecrer 
Doétlrine of the Apoftles alfo. me 
Upon the whole, [ think Dr. ‘Grabe could 
not have been doing a thing fo ufeful 'to true- 
Chriftianity, and fo fatal to the Athanafian 
2 yee | Hetely ;, 
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Herefy; I may add,fo much for the credit and 
eftablifhment of the Apoftolical Conftitutions 
themfelves, even as they are for the main 
in our prefent Copies, and fo much for the 
Difcovery of the true origin of thofe Or- 
thodox Interpolations. which are {till con- 
tained in them, as by employing. himfelf 
about thefe Arabick Manufcripts as he has 
done. Nor has almoft any. Difcovery I 
think happen’d fo fortunate to me, and to 
that facred Caufe I .am engaged. in from the 
beginning, as this £//zy of his before us ¢ 
the ferious review and reconfideration of 
which therefore I do heartily recommend 
to him and the reft of the Learned upon 
this occafion 5 that, if poflible, fuch honeft, 
pious, and induftrious Men as he, may no 
longer be made the unhappy Inftruments of 
fupporting the <Athanafian Herefy among 
us , and-of the continued-rejedtion of the 
moft Sacred of the Canonical. Books of the 
New Tefiament. | 

I] thall add no more. in this place, but 
end the whole with that excellent Prayer 
from the Pfalmift which Dr. Grade puts up 
for. us both ; and in which I moft heartily 


PSALM join with him 3 Search 15, O God, and know 
CXXXIX. our Hearts + try us, and know our Thoughts, 


and fee if there be any way of Iniquity in 
us; and lead us in the way everlafting. 


Sept. 24.1711. NILL..WHISTON, 
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